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PROCESS FOR DETERMINING THE REMEDIATION CATEGORY OF IHSSs 

i 

1 .o INTRODUCTION 

EG&G Rocky Flats has established an Accelerated Clean-up Program to expedite 
environmental restoration of some IHSSs. A subgroup within the Accelerated Clean-up 
Worlung Group has been tasked with selecting IHSSs and PACs that may be candidates 
for accelerated remediation with respect to the schedule present in the current IAG. 
This subgroup has developed IHSS evaluation criteria and an evaluation process that aids 
in selecting the appropriate remediation category of each IHSS. Three general 
remediation categories have been established: No Further Action; Potential Early 
Action; and Defer for RIPS  or TransitionDecontamination and Decommissioning. The 
definition of each of these categories is as follows: 

No Further Action (NFA): This category contains those IHSSs 
and PACs for which it is believed that sufficient information 
currently exists that indicates a RI/FS, RFI/RI, or IM/IRA is not 
necessary. The IHSSs and PACs that are directed to this 
category will be researched on an individual basis to ensure that 
NFA is the appropriate category. The regulatory process for 
handling NFAs is being developed through the Soils IM/IRA 
Decision Document for the Industrial Area which is currently in 
draft form. 

Potential Early Action (PEA): This category contains IHSSS and 
PACs that may potentially pose a risk to human health and the 
environment and that can be remediated in an accelerated 
manner with respect to the schedule in the IAG. 

Defer for RIPS or TransitionDecontamination and 
Decommissioning (DEFER): This category contains IHSSs and 
PACs for which the normal RIPS  process as outlined in the IAG 
is appropriate (and in many cases in progress) or those that are 
closely associated with a building slated for transition or D&D. 

This evaluation method is a preliminary screening process only and will not identify the 
most appropriate remediation alternative for each IHSS. The remedy selection process 
can proceed only after a remediation category is determined for each IHSS. This IHSS 
evaluation process is illustrated in Figure 1. All IHSSs and PACs are evaluated at a 
preliminary screening level to determine the general remediation category. After the first 
screen, a secondary evaluation is performed on both the PEA IHSSs and the DEFER 
IHSSs. For PEAS, this secondary evaluation will incorporate additional specific factors, 
such as a screening level risk assessment. For the DEFER IHSSs feasibility factors will 
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be used to distinguish between the IHSSs which should undergo a normal RI/FS and the 
IHSSs which will be recommended to be remediated in association with D&D of 
buildings. Ultimately, all of the IHSSs and PACs will be placed into one of four 
remediation categories. 

2.0 BACKGROUND 

In February 1994, a team of EG&G strategic planners (the Strategic Planning Initiative, 
Review, and Implementation Team (SPIRIT)) released a document entitled Analysis of 
the Potential for Redirection of the Rocky Flats Environmental Restoration Program. 
This document presented a straten to accelerate cleanup at Rocky Flats. This strategy 
included an effort to classify IHSSs into different remediation action categories in order 
to accelerate action and in doing so reduce risk, eliminate sources of contamination, stop 
the spread of potential contamination, accelerate records of decision (RODS), and 
expedite any further required remediation. Four action categories were identified: 1) No 
Further Action; 2) Potential Early Action: 3) Traditional RI/FS: and 4) 
TransitionDecontamination and Decommissioning. The SPIRIT report provides a 
detailed discussion of these action categories. SPIRIT members categorized each after 
holding discussions with the EG&G OU managers who have knowledge of data 
availability and current status of each IHSS. Preliminary lists of the IHSS categorization 
are provided in the SPIRIT report. Further review and refinement of the concepts that 
contributed to the SPIRIT IHSS categorization have germinated into the process 
described in this document. 

3.0 PRELIMINARY SCREENING LEVEL EVALUATION METHOD 

An objective, reproducible, defensible, and justifiable method of categorizing and ranlung 
the IHSSs was needed to fully achieve the goals outlined by the draft SPIRIT report. 
First, by categorizing each IHSS into remediation groups, the determination for further 
remediation can be made more efficiently. For example, by knowing one IHSS will 
require additional data-gathering efforts and another IHSS has sufficient data to proceed 
with the selection of remedial alternatives, the process of taking action on both IHSSs is 
streamlined; different groups of remediation specialists can look at categories of IHSSs 
rather than all IHSSs. Second, within each category, IHSSs are numerically thereby 
allowing remediation specialists to focus on IHSSs that can be remediated more quickly 
than others within that same category. The categorization process further provides a 
side-by-side presentation of all IHSSs regardless of the category to allow comparison of 
different criteria. 

. 

In January 1994, this categorization process was developed and presented to the EG&G, 
Rocky Flats Accelerated Clean-up Working Group. The procedure was refined over the 
following weeks and the evaluation performed on each IHSS in February 1994. The 
evaluation of the IHSSs was initially performed by members of the Accelerated Clean-up 
Working Group and then reviewed by the appropriate EG&G OU Manger. The results 
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.of the initial evaluation were reviewed by the OU managers a second time. This 
document incorporates these comments and presents the revised evaluation results in 
summary tables. 

3.1 Evaluation Process 

The following sixteen criteria were identified as being important factors in the 
categorization of IHSS remediation actions: 

A) Exposure Potential 
B) Current , 

Environmental 
Quality 

C) Potential for 
. Contaminant 
Migration 

D) Representative- 
ness of Data 

E) Flexibility 
F) Technology 
G) Implementability 

H) Design/Implement- 
ation Schedule 

I) Worker Safety 
J) Waste Generation 
K) Ease of Waste 

Disposal 
L) Work Force 
M) Public and Agency 

Acceptability 
N) Achieves Final 

Resolution 
0) Environmental Impact 
P) Other Factors 

These criteria fall into several general categories of concern. Criteria A, B, and C, fall 
under the general heading of safety with regard to current site condition without any 
remediation effort. The summed safety score has significant weight in the computation 
of the total score. Criterion D addresses whether there are sufficient data available for 
the site to evaluate it. This score is weighed equally with the total safety score (Criteria 
A, B, and C). Criteria E through 0 are considered with regard to implementing a 
remediation effort and are further grouped under the Technical Remediation, Waste 
Management, Social Responsibility, Beneficial Use. and Environmental Responsibility. 
Finally, Criterion P addresses other factors that may influence the final decision. Criteria 
E through P are added together and weighted equally with the intermediate scores for 
Criteria A though C and Criterion D. The three values are multiplied together to 
determine the total score of the IHSS or PAC. The scores are multiplied in order to 
numerically separate the influence of the first four factors from the remaining factors. 

In the evaluation, each IHSS is evaluated against each of the 16 criteria and given a 
score from 1 through 5 for each factor. Low scores indicate that the IHSS has poor 
attributes in that factor and will discourage the accelerated remediation action to 
proceed. High scores indicate that the IHSS has beneficial attributes that will lead to 
expediting a reinediation action. 
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A total score was calculated for each IHSS. Three groups emerged from the results. 
Total scores greater than or equal to 900, with a safety factor greater than 3 (minimum 
score for Criteha A through C) result in a remediation category of Potential Early 
Action; Scores of exactly 900 with a safety factor equal to 3 are recommended for No 
Further Action; and Scores of less than 900 are recommended to be deferred to either 
D&D or the traditional RI/FS process. Each evaluation criterion is discussed in detail 
below. 

SAFELY FACTORS 

A. Emosure Potential 

Exposure Potential is the non-quantified potential for unprotected human exposure 
posed by the known compounds at the IHSS, their concentrations, and their stability 
(mobility). 1.t is a relative score based on current knowledge and condition of each IHSS. 
If the site is considered to have relatively high exposure potential. there is an impetus for 
accelerated remediation. 

1 = The IHSS currently poses a low exposure potential 
5 = The IHSS currently poses a high exposure potential 

B. Current Environmental Oualitv 

This criterion addresses the current quality of the environment that has been impacted by 
the IHSS. For example, the hillside north of the solar ponds (IHSS 101) has been 
noticeably impacted by the releases of contamination from the solar ponds; the poor 
environmental quality resulting from this IHSS would give reason to accelerate action to 
remedy this condition and this IHSS would be given a relatively high score for this 
criterion. Conversely, IHSS 215, a tank inside Building 771 has had no releases to the 
environment, has not adversely impacted environmental quality, and so would score low 
for this criterion. As in the first criterion, a low score in this factor would not necessarily 
cause remediation action to be deferred. Holding other factors equal, an IHSS that has 
adversely impacted the environment would be remediated sooner than one that has not 
adversely impacted the environment. 

1 = satisfactory environmental quality 
5 = poor environmental quality 

C. Potential for Contaminant Migration 

During the time between the initial evaluation and the implementation of an action, 
contaminant migration may cause one or more of the criteria to change, such as exposure 
potential, area of concern, and environmental quality. A high score for this criterion 
would indicate that remediation of that IHSS should be accelerated in order to mitigate 
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the potential €or migration. As an example, IHSS 108 (Trench T-1) has a greater 
potentia1 for contaminant migration than IHSS 187 (Acid Leak) because IHSS 108 has a 
potential source of contamination in the ground. IHSS 108, therefore, would receive a 
high score under this criterion. making it more likely to be a candidate for accelerated 
remediation. 

1 = Low potential for migration 
5 = High potential for migration 

DATA FACTOR 

D. Reuresentativeness of Data 

Data exist for all IHSSs. These data present varying degrees of representativeness of the 
site conditions. Representativeness includes quality and quantity of existing data. whether 
the data have been validated. and process knowledge that leads to knowledge of site 
characterization including nature and extent of contamination. A low score would 
indicate additional data need to be gathered and the greater likelihood that action on 
that IHSS would not be accelerated. A high score would indicate sufficient data already 
exist and the greater likelihood that action on that IHSS would be accelerated. 

1 = Need further data-gathering efforts 
5 = Sufficient validated data for decision exist 

REMEDIATION FACTORS 

E. Flexibilitv of Remedial Action 

Regardless of which remediation action is proposed for an IHSS, an IHSS would be 
more likely to be remediated under an accelerated timeframe if its remedial action had 
the ability to be flexible. Flexibility could include such issues as field changes, last minute 
changes, changes to different site conditions between the time of design and the time of 
implementation. Flexibility could also incorporate regulatory issues, IWCP, Health and 
Safety Plans, and .other RFP operating requirements. Even though the remediation 
action will not be defined for this evaluation, it can be estimated whether the IHSS will 
be relatively complex or simple to remediate and therefore whether the action will have a 
high or low degree of flexibility. 

1 = Difficult to alter selected action in response to changes 
5 = Able to alter selected action in response to changes 
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F. Technolow 

The availability of remediation technologies will affect the ability to accelerate cleanup 
actions. Issues pertaining to technology such as the need to use high technology, e.g., soil 
vapor extraction, rather than low technology, e.g., soil removal, are included in this 
criterion. The scoring of this criterion will rely upon the experience of the specialists 
evaluating the IHSSs. For example, IHSS 217 (Building 881 Cyanide Bench Scale - 

Treatment, Unit 32) can be remediated based on the RCRA closure plan written for the 
unit (Le., the remediation technology exists) and the IHSS would therefore receive a high 
score; IHSS 108 (Trench T-1) would receive a low score because of the need for 
feasibility and treatability studies to determine the appropriate technology to remediate 
the potentially unoxidized uranium chips at the site. 

1 = Technology not available, technology is long-lead 
5 = Technology exists and designs can be "pulled off the shelf' 

G. Imulernentabilitv 

The implementability of an action directly influences whether that action can be 
accelerated. An issue that may hinder implementation of an action could be 
encroachment into and beneath the perimeter security zone (PSZ). This criterion 
specifically does not deal with technology availability (Factor F). Examples include a low 
score for IHSS 123.1 (Valve Vault 7 )  because of the difficulty in accessing this site which 
is located in part beneath the PSZ, and a high score for IHSS 188 (Acid Leak) because 
there are no physical or regulatory impediments to implementing an action at this site. 

1 = Impediments to implementing an action exist 
5 = Impediments to implementing an action do not exist 

H. Designflmplementation Schedule 

This criterion considers the total estimated time to both design and implement an action. 
The criterion includes several issues including complexity of an action, equipment lead 
time, construction and startup time, and acquisition of regulatory permits. An example 
of scoring this criterion is IHSS 101 (Solar Ponds) would receive a low score because of 
difficulties arising from all of the above-stated issues, whereas a high score would be 
given to IHSS 191 (Hydrogen Peroxide Spill) for which the remediation action took place 
at the time of the release to the environment in 1981. 

1 = Long lead time necessary to design.and implement action 
5 = Short lead time necessary to design. and implement action 
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I. Worker Safetv 

Because of DOE'S dedication to the protection of human health and the environment, 
the effort necessary to ensure worker safety is considered under this criterion. If the 
implementation of any action would necessitate a great deal of effort and resources to 
protect workers, such as the case of IHSS 108 (Trench T-l), it would receive a low score, 
i.e., no need to expedite the remediation action. If the implementation will not require 
unusual measures to protect workers, as in IHSS 156.2 (Soil Dump Area), it would 
receive a high score making an toward accelerated action more likely. 

1 = The action will require a relatively high level of measure to ensure worker safety 
5 = The action will not require a relatively high level of measure to ensure worker safety 

J. Volume of Waste Generated 

The implementation of an action may involve the generation of waste or investigation- 
derived material (IDM). The volume of waste generated through implementation of an 
action. without regard to the type of waste. is a fx tor  in the scoring of each IHSS. The 
generation of low volumes of waste no waste at all would be cause to accelerate 
remediation actions; whereas, the generation of high volumes of waste would be a 
deterrent to accelerated remediation actions. The scoring of this category would be 
speculative in some cases because the remediation technology is not yet known. 
Nonetheless, information that currently exists provides sufficient guidance to determine 
whether there will be a relatively high or relatively low volume of waste generated. For 
example, even though the extent of contamination is not known for IHSS 122 (Tank 
beneath Building 441), it can be estimated that the volume of contaminated soil is less 
than that of IHSS 121 (OPWL) which includes pipelines that run throughout the plant. 

1 = A high volume of waste or IDM will be generated through implementing an action 
3 = A medium volume of waste or IDM will be generated through implementing an 

5 = A low volume of waste or IDM will be generated through implementing an action 
action 

K. Ease of Waste Disposal 

Regardle'ss of the volume of waste generated, regulatory disposal requirements are a 
consideration for whether to implement an accelerated action. Issues such as type of 
waste to be disposed of and the availability of on-site interim waste storage capacity 
affect the evaluation score. As with the waste volume factor, sufficient information may 
not yet be known to definitively score this factor. Hdwever, information is available 
regarding all IHSSs to at least estimate the type of waste that could possibly exist at an 
IHSS. For example, the likelihood that remediation efforts at IHSS 174 (PU&D Storage 
Areas) will generate radioactive waste is extremely low because of barriers to storage of 
that type of material in that area. An IHSS which will result in the generation of waste 
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that can neither be stored or shipped (such as IHSS 146 - Holding Tanks beneath 
Building 774) should be deferred over an IHSS that produces waste that can be shipped 
or stored. 

1 = Cannot store or ship waste generated through implementation of an action (e.g., 

3 = Can store or ship waste generated through implementation of an action (e.g.. 

5 = No waste will be generated through the implementation of an action 

TRU Mixed) 

straight radioactive) 

L. Work Force 

It would be favorable if a remedial action couid be implemented by plant personnel 
rather than requiring the procurement of subcontracted services. Therefore, if it is 
speculated that the plant work force, which is more readily available but limited in 

'technical specialists. can implement an action, then a high score will be given for this 
criterion. Many of the IHSSs that are inside building RCRA storage units can probably 
be remediated through using existing plant workers and be given high scores. 
Conversely, IHSSs requiring large-scale environmental sampling and monitoring programs 
may require the procurement of an MTS subcontractor to execute a remediation action, 
therefore will receive a low score. 

1 = Action requires separate procurement or MTS subcontractor 
5 = Action can be performed by plant work force 

M. Public and Aeencv AcceDtabilitv 

An evaluation of the likelihood of public and agency acceptability of an accelerated 
action must be considered in determining whether to accelerate remedial efforts. It may 
be that the public or the agencies may not find the remediation action acceptable. For a 
given IHSS, the acceptability by the public and agencies could either push the IHSS 
toward accelerated remediation or toward deferring actions to the traditional schedules. 

1 = Low likelihood of public and agency acceptability 
5 = High likelihood of public and agency acceptability 

N. Achieves Final Resolution 

This criterion considers whether an accelerated action will achieve final resolution of the 
remediation of an IHSS. It should be estimated if the action will be compatible with 
future remediation activities and if it will attain the risk values necessary. For example, a 
remedial action for a particular IHSS may achieve the desired result for that IHSS but 
future actions from surrounding areas may be countereffective for the IHSS. IHSS 140 
(Hazardous. Disposal Area) may be easily remediated, but because it lies within the 
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boundaries of IHSS 155 (903 Lip Area), the actions to improve IHSS 155 may be 
countereffective to remediating IHSS 140. IHSS 140 will then receive a low score for this 
criterion. 

1 = May make final remediation more difficult, expensive, etc. 
3 = May or may not achieve final resolution of the remediation of the IHSS 
5 = Will achieve final resolution of the remediation for the IHSS 

0. Environmental Impact 

This factor examines the status of environmental impact due to the implementation of an 
action (e.g. wetlands encroachment, air emissions, worker exposure). This differs from 
Criterion B which addresses current environmental conditions as opposed to the 
environmental conditions that would arise from some action being taken. If 
environmental condition improves because of the implementation of an action, then a 
high score would be given encouraging an accelerated schedule for implementarion. A 
low score, or deferment of implementation. would be likely if implementation of an 
action would adversely impact the environment. 

1 = Significant adverse environmental impact 
3 = Very little, if any, environmental impact 
5 = Favorable environmental impact 

P. Other Factors 

This final criterion incorporates the judgement of experienced professionals on 
knowledge of each IHSS, knowledge of possible technologies, knowledge of potential risk 
of contaminants, evaluation of cost-effectiveness (economies of scale, opportunities to 
save time and money, efficiency, etc.), that would impact the decision to accelerate 
remedial actions. This criterion is the least objective of the preceding criteria. Although 
this factor may seem subjective and therefore counter to the goal of the evaluation 
process, some degree of professional judgement should be included. The numerical 
contribution this factor has in the overall score will not provide the final decision for the 
remediation action, but allows for the consideration of factors not included above or not 
pertinent to all IHSSs. 

1 = no extenuating circumstances to warrant accelerated action 
3 = no changes in the priority after application of professional judgement 
5 = extenuating circumstances that warrant accelerated action 

3.2 Results 

The preliminary screening evaluation method was applied to all of the IHSSs. The 
results of the IHSS Evaluations are summarized in the tables that follow. Figure 2 and 
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Table 1 summarize the number of IHSSs in each OU that fell into the different 
categories. This method resulted in the categorization of 48 IHSSs as NFAs, 58 IHSSs as 
P E A ,  and 74 IHSSs as defer accelerated action. Tables 2 and 3 identify the IHSS 
numbers, names, and OUs to assist readers not intimately familiar with the IHSSs at 
Rocky Flats. Tables 4 through 10 provide evaluation results presented in different usable 
formats. 

4.0 NEXTSTEPS 

4.1 PAC Evaluations 

The same method discussed in this document for IHSSs is being applied to potential 
areas of concern (PACs) identified in the Historical Release Report (HRR) and the 
HRR Quarterly Updates. This evaluation will be completed by April 1, 1994. PACs that 
are evaluated to be PEAS will be considered along with the IHSS PEAS for 
determination of candidates for IM/IRAs or other appropriate remedial action. 

i 

4.2 Secondarv Evaluation for PEAS 

The next step in the evaluation process for PEAS is a screening level risk assessment. 
Initially, a screening level risk assessment will be performed for five candidate PEAS by 
May 1, 1994. The following risk-based screening method for IHSSs is proposed. 

For this initial screening evaluation to evaluate different potential methods, only 
carcinogenic effects will be considered and the methods discussed below apply only to 
carcinogenic compounds. A comparable approach will be developed to consider 
noncancer effects. 

Two applications of the basic risk-based screen will be applied 
to calculate. for each analyte per specific medium. the ratio of 
concentration actually detected to the preliminary remediation 

to IHSS data. The first is 
the maximum 
goal (PRG) associated 

with a risk for a-particular land use (e.g., residential). If the ratio exceeds one, then 
the risk associated with exposure to that analyte, under the specific land use assumptions, 
is greater than loe6. The term "maximum concentration actually detected" means that 
nondetects exceeding the maximum detected value are censored, as well as 
concentrations detected in blanks and reported concentrations that are rejected during 
data validation. 

The second approach involves, for each medium and land use scenario, summing 
maximum analyte concentrations for comparison to sums of associated PRGs. This is 
expressed by the following: 
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Where: 
n = tomi number of anaiytes for which PRGs are available 
C, = maximum concentration for the ith anaiyte (mglkg) 
Cp, = PRG for loa cancer risk for iih contaminant (mglkg) 

If the ratio of the sums exceeds one, then the risk for ex osure to that medium, under 
the specific land use assumptions, is greater than 1 x lo? As an example of this second 
method, assume that the medium of concern is soil and the land use under consideration 
is residential. Also assume that the only analytes detected are arsenic, beryllium, 
cadmium, and barium. 

Arsenic 

Beryllium 

Cadmium 

Barium 

cnl cP 

0.03 0.04 

0.11 0.15 

0.10 0.10 

0.50 NA 

c .  
i = l  Cpi 

(0.03 + 0.11 + 0.10) = o,83 
(0.04 + 0.15 + 0.10) 

E(+ = 

Data for barium are not included in the calculation because there is no PRG for this 
compound based on cancer. Because 0.83 is less than 1, risk from the soil at the IHSS is 
less than 1 x and the site will not be recommended for further remedial action. 

4.3 Secondarv Evaluation for DEFERred IHSSs 

Subcategorization of DEFERred IHSSs into RI/FS or D&D will be based on a review of 
the IHSSs in this category with regard to the current plan for transition buildings, 
buildings slated for economic development, etc. IHSSs within or within close proximity 
to these buildings will be considered for deferment until D&D; all other IHSSs will 
continue on the RIPS process identified in the IAG. This secondary evaluation for 
deferred IHSSs is anticipated to be performed by April 15, 1994. 
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TABLE 2 
KEY TO IHSS NUMBERS 

(Sequential Arrangement) 

IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER . 

SOLAR PONDS 

107 1 

108 2 

109 2 

110 2 

111.1 2 

- 

HILLSIDE OIL LEAK 

TRENCH T-1 

TRENCH T-2 

TRENCH T-3 

TRENCH T-4 

IHSS Evaluation - 
March 24,1994 



IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER 

117.1 

117.2 

13 NORTH SITE CHEMICAL STORAGE 

13 MIDDLE SITE CHEMICAL STORAGE 

117.3 

118.1 

II 118.2 I 8 I SOUTH END OF BUILDING 776 SOLVENT SPILL 

13 SOUTH SITE CHEMICAL STORAGE 

8 WEST OF BUILDING 730 SOLVENT SPILL 

II 119.1 I I WEST SCRAP METAL STORAGE AREA 

1 
1 
1 
1 II 119.2 I 1 I EAST SCRAP METAL STORAGE AREA 

121 

121.1 

9 ORIGINAL PROCESS WASTE LINES (OPWL) - UBC SEGMENTS 

9 OPWL - PRE D&D SEGMENTS 

120.1 1 

123.1 

123.2 

12 

~ 

8 VALVE VAULT 7 

9 VALVE VAULT WEST OF BUILDING 707 

~~ ~~ 

1 FIBERGLASSING AREA, NORTH OF BUILDING 664 

124.2 

1243 

125 

11 

9 HOLDING TANK, T-66 

9 HOLDING TANK, T-67 

9 HOLDING TANK (#a) 

II 

126.1 

126.2 

127.1 

1272 

128 

129 

- 
120.2 I 

-~~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ ~  ~ 

9 OUT-OF-SERVICE PROCESS WASTE TANK, WESTERNMOST 

OUT-OF-SERVICE PROCESS WASTE TANK, EASTERNMOST 9 

9 LOW-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE LEAK - 1 

9 LOW-LEVEL RADIOACTWE WASTE LEAK - 2 

13 

10 OIL LEAK 

OIL BURN PIT NO. 1 

~~ ~~~ 

12 I FIBERGLASSING M E A .  WEST OF BUILDING 661 

1 

II 

130 2 RADIOACTIVE SITE - 800 AREA SITE NO. 1 

131 14 RADIOACTIVE SITE - 700 AREA SITE NO. 1 

II 124.1 .I 9 I HOLDINGTANKT-68 /I 

II  I I I I  

I I  1 3 2  I 9 I RADIOACTIVE SITE - 700 AREA SITE NO. 4 II 

IHSS Evaluation 
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I 

133.6 

NUMBER 
/I IHSSNUMBER. I 

5 CONCRETE WASH PAD 

DESCRIPTION 

134.1 13 

II 

REACTIVE METAL SITE (NORTH) 

I 7  I I  

II 136.1 

II 133.1 I 5 1 ASH PIT 1-1 II 

12 1 COOLING TOWER POND, NORTHEAST CORNER OF BLDG. 460 11 

133.2 5 ASH PIT 1-2 

5 ASH PIT 1-3 

~- 

136.2 12 

137 8 

138 8 

II 133.4 

COOLING TOWER POND, WEST OF BUILDING 460 

COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN. BUILDINGS 712 AND 713 

COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN. BUILDING 779 

11 

139.1 8 

139.2 8 

140 2 

141 6 

142.1 6 

1422 6 

1423 6 

II 1335 I 5 I INCINERATOR II 

~ ______ ~ 

HYDROXIDE TANK AREA SPILL 

HYDROFLUORIC ACID TANKS SPILL 

HAZARDOUS DISPOSAL AREA 

SLUDGE DISPERSAL 

A-1 POND 

A-2 POND 

A-3 POND 

II 134.2 13 1 REACTIVE METAL SITE (SOUTH) II 
1 1 - 7  8 1 COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN . II 

IHSS Evaluation 
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NUMBER 

1 48 

149.1 

149.2 

DESCRIPTION 

13 WASTE SPILLS 

9 EFFLUENT PIPE, NORTH 

9 EFFLUENT PIPE, SOUTH 

~~ 

1147.21 12 I BUILDING 881 CONVERSION ACTXVITY CONTAMINATION 11 

150.3 

150.4 

150.6 

150.7 

150.8 

15 1 

152 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 FUEL OIL LEAK 

13 FUEL OIL TANK 

RADIOACTIVE SITE BETWEEN BUILDINGS 771 AND 774 

RADIOACTIVE SITE NORTHWEST OF BUILDING 750 

RADIOACTIVE SITE SOUTH OF BUILDING 779 

RADIOACTIVE SITE SOUTH OF BUILDING 776 

RADIOACTIVE SITE NORTHEAST OF BUILDING 779 

II 
~ ~~ 

ITc] 8 RADIOACTIVE S I T E  NORTH OF BUILDING 771 

156.2 

157.1 

II 150.2 I 8 1 RADIOACTIVE SITE WEST O F  BUILDING 771 ll 

6 SOIL DUMP AREA 

13 RADIOACTIVE SITE NORTH AREA 

II 153 I 2 I OIL BURN PIT NO. 2 II 
154 2 PALLET BURN SITE 

155 2 903 LIP AREA 

156.1 14 BUILDING 334 PARKING LOT 

II 157.2 I 12 I RADIOACTIVE SITE SOUTH AREA II 

IHSS Evaluation 
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IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER 

158 

159 

160 

13 RADIOACTIVE SITE - BUILDING 551 

9 

14 

RADIOACTIVE SITE - BUILDING 559 

RADIOACTIVE SITE BUILDING 444 PARKING LOT 

II 161 

~ 

II 
~~~ 

14 I RADIOACTIVE SITE WEST OF BUILDING 664 

BUILDING 881 DRUM STORAGE ARE 

162 

163.1 

163.2 

164.1 

164.2 

IHSS Evaluation 
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14 

8 

8 

14 

14 

RADIOACTIVE SITE - 700 AREA SITE NO. 2 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 700 AREA SITE NO. 3 WASH AREA 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 700 AREA SITE NO. 3 BURIED SLAB 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 800 AREA SITE NO. 2 CONCRETE SLAB 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 800 AREA SITE NO. 2. BUILDING 886 
SPILLS 

. .. 

164.3 

165 

166 

167.1 

167.2 

167.3 

14 RADIOACTIVE S I T E  800 AREA S I T E  NO. 2, BUILDING 889 
STORAGE PAD 

6 TRIANGLE AREA 

6 LANDFILL TRENCHES 

6 NORTH AREA SPRAY FIELD 

7 POND AREA SPRAY FIELD 

7 SOUTH AREA SPRAY FIELD 

168 

169 

I70 

171 

172 

173 

~~ __ 

11 WEST SPRAY FIELD 

13 WASTE DRUM PEROXIDE BURIAL 

10 PU&D STORAGE YARD - WASTE SPILLS 

13 SOLVENT BURNING GROUND 

8 CENTRAL AVENUE WASTE SPILL 

8 SOUTH DOCK - BUILDING 991 



IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER 

184 

185 

186 

179 15 BUILDING 86.5 DRUM STORAGE AREA 

180 15 BUILDING 883 DRUM STORAGE AREA - 

181 10 BUILDING 334 CARGO CONTAINER AREA 

8 BUILDING.991 STEAM CLEANING AREA 

16 SOLVENT SPILL 

13 VALVE VAULT 12 

!I 183 2 GAS DETOXIFICATION AREA 

I 187 12 SULNPIC ACID SPILL 

188 8 1 ACID LEAK 

II 191 

ir 189 I 12 I MULTIPLE ACID SPILLS 218 TANKS I1 

13 I HYDROGEN PEROXIDE SPILL 

192 16 

193 16 

194 16 

195 16 

196 5 

197 13 

ANTIFREEZE DISCHARGE 

STEAM CONDENSATE LEAK 

STEAM CONDENSATE LEAK 

NICKEL CARBONYL DISPOSAL 

WATER TREATMENT PLANT BACKWASH POND 

SCRAP METAL SITES 

II 

IHSS Evaluation 
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. DESCRIPTION IHSSNUMBER ou 
NUMBER 

207 10 INACTIVE 444 ACID DUMPSTER 

208 10 INACTIVE 444i447 WASTE STORAGE AREA 

i 

I 
~~~ 

209 5 SURFACE DISTURBANCE SOUTHEAST OF BUILDING 881 

~ 210 10 UNlT 16, BUILDING 980 CARGO CONTAINER 

211 

213 

214 

215 

IHSS Evaluation 
March 24,1994 

15 

10 

10 

9 TANK T-40 

BUILDING 881 DRUM STORAGE, UNIT 26 

BUILDING 371 DRUM STORAGE, UNIT 63 

750 PAD PONDCRETE AND SALTCRETE STORAGE 

. . .  

216.1 

216.2 

~~~ ~~~~~~ 

6 

2 

EAST SPRAY FIELD (NORTH AREA) 

EAST SPRAY FIELD (CENTER AREA) 

2163 

217 

2 

15 

EAST SPRAY FIELD (SOUTH AREA) 

BUILDING 881. CN' BENCH SCALE TREATMENT 



TABLE 3 
KEY TO IHSS NUMBERS 

(Grouped by OU) 

IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER 

II  102 I 1 I OIL SLUDGE PIT II 

104 

105.1 

105.2 

106 

107 

II  1 0 3  I 1 I CHEMICAL BURIAL 

1 LIQUID DUMPING 

1 OUT-OF-SERVICE FUEL TANK, WESTERNMOST 

1 OUT-OF-SERVICE FUEL TANK, EASTERNMOST 

1 OUTFALL 

1 HILLSIDE OIL LEAK 

119.2 

145 

108 

~~ 

ll 119.1 I 1 1 WEST SCRAP METAL STORAGE AREA 

1 

1 SANITARY WASTE LINE LEAK 

EAST SCRAP METAL STORAGE AREA 

2 TRENCH T-1 

II 

~ 

111.2 

111.3 

11 1.4 

2 TRENCH T-5 

2 TRENCH T-6 

2 TRENCH T-7 

~~~ 

111.1 I - 2 1 TRENCHT-4 

I 

II 

111.8 2 TRENCH T- 11 

112 2 903 PAD 

I 

1 1 1 1 . 6  I 2 I TRENCHT-9 

130 2 RADIOACTIVE SITE - 600 AREA SITE NO. 1 

140 2 HAZARDOUS DISPOSAL AREA 

II 
1 1 1 1 . 7  I 2 I TRENCHT-10 II 

II 113 I 2 I MOUNDAREA I1 

IHSS Evaluation 
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IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER 

r 

It 153 I 2 I OIL BURN PIT NO. 2 II 

183 

216.2 

2163 

199 

200 

II 154 I 2 I PALLET BURN SITE II 

~ 

2 GAS DETOXIFICATION AREA 

2 

2 

3 LAND SURFACE 

3 GREAT WESTERN RESERVOIR 

EAST SPRAY FIELD (CENTER AREA) 

EAST SPRAY FIELD (SOUTH AREA) 

It 155 I 2 I 903LIPAREA II 

~~ 

20 1 

202 

i 

~ - 

3 I STANDLEY LAKE- 

3 MOWER RESERVOIR 
~~ ~~~ 

101 4 SOLAR PONDS 

115 5 ORIGINAL LANDFILL 

133.1 5 ASH PIT 1 - 1  - 
133.2 5 ASH PIT 1-2 

~ 

1333 

133.4 

5 ASH PIT 1-3 

5 ASH PIT 14 

1%. 

209 

ll ~ 1335 I 5 I INCINERATOR II 

~~~ ~~ 

5 

5 

WATER TREATMENT PLANT BACKWASH POND 

SURFACE DISTURBANCE SOUTHEAST OF BUILDING 8 8 1  

l i i 3 . 6  I S 

141 6 

1421 6 

1422 6 

I CONCRETE WASH PAD I1 

SLUDGE DISPERSAL 

A-1 POND 

A-2 POND 

142.10 5 C-1 POND 

14211 5 C-2 POND 

1423 

1424 

6 A-3 POND 

6 A 4  POND 

IHSS Evaluation 
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. . .  



ll DESCRIPTlON 

1425 6 

1426 6 

B-1 POND 

B-2 POND 

1 
i 

1427 6 B-3 POND 

1428 6 B-4 POND 

1429 

14212 

6 B-5 POND 

6 NEWLY IDENTIFIED Ai5 POND 

143 

156.2 

6 OLD OUTFALL - BUILDING 771 

6 SOIL DUMP AREA 

1 7 -  I I 11 

1' 165 6 I TRIANGLEAREA 

' 166 6 1 LANDFILL  TRENCH^^ 

- 

ll--G.2 1 8 I SOUTH END OF BUILDING 776 SOLVENT SPILL 

~ 

167.1 6 

216.1 6 

114 7 

167.2 7 

1673 7 

~~ 

NORTH AREA SPRAY FIELD 

EAST SPRAY FIELD (NORTH AREA) 

PRESENT LANDFILL 

POND AREA SPRAY FIELD 

SOUTH AREA SPRAY FIELD 

IHSS Evaluation 
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203 

118.1 

7 

8 

INACTIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE STORAGE AREA 

WEST OF BUILDING 730 SOLVENT SPILL 

~ 

139.2 

144 

- -  

8 HYDROFLUORIC ACID TANKS SPILL 

8 SEWER LINE OVERFLOW 



IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER 

I 

163.1 

163.2 

150.3 8 RADIOACTIVE SITE BETWEEN BUILDINGS 771 AND 774 

150.4 8 RADIOACTTVE SITE NORTHWEST OF BUILDING 750 

150.6 8 RADIOACTIVE SITE SOUTH OF BUILDING 779 

150.7 8 RADIOACTlVE SITE SOUTH O F  BUILDING 776 

150.8 8 RADIOACTIVE SITE NORTHEAST O F  BUILDING 779 

8 

8 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 700 AREA SITE NO. 3 WASH AREA 

RADIOACTWE SITE 700 AREA SITE NO. 3 BURIED SLAB 

151 I 8 I FUELOILLEAK II 

7 ~ 

184 8 BUILDING 991 STEAM CLEANING AREA 

188 8 ACID LEAK 

121 9 ORIGINAL PROCESS WASTE LINES (OPWL) - UBC SEGMENTS 

121.1 9 OPWL - PRE DSrD SEGMENTS 

122 9 UNDERGROUND CONCRETE TANKS 

124.2 

1243 

172 8 CENTRAL AVENUE WASTE SPILL 

8 SOUTH DOCK - BUILDING 991 

9 HOLDING TANK, T-66 

9 HOLDING TANK, T-67 

II 125 

II 123.2 I 9 I VALVE VAULT WEST OF BUILDING 707 II 

- ~ 

9 1 HOLDING TANK (#a) II 

. II 147.1 I 9 I PROCESS WASTE LINE LEAKS II 

IHSS Evaluation 
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NUMBER 
I P S S N U M B E R  1 

r - 

129 10 

170 10 

(I DESCRIPTION 

- 

OIL LEAK 

PU&D STORAGE YARD - WASTE SPILLS 
i 

174 

175 

176 

149.1 9 EFFLUENT PIPE, NORTH 

149.2 9 EFFLUENT PIPE, SOUTH 

159 9 RADIOACTIVE SITE - BUILDING 559 

10 PU&D CONTAINER STORAGE FACILITIES 

10 

10 S&W CONTRACTOR STORAGE YARD 

S&W BUILDING 980 CONTRACTOR STORAGE FACILI'IY 

II 

-~ 

177 10 

181 10 

182 10 

205 10 

206 10 

207 10 

BUILDING 885 DRUM STORAGE AREA 

BUILDING 334 CARGO CONTAINER AREA 

BUILDING 444/453 DRUM STORAGE AREA 

BUILDING 460 SUMP #3 ACID SITE 

INACTIVE D-836 HAZARDOUS WASTE TANK 

INACIlVE 444 ACID DUMPSTER 

208 10 INACTIVE 4441447 WASTE STORAGE AREA 1: 210 10 UNIT 16. BUILDING 980 CARGO CONTAINER 

IHSS Evaluation 
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11 IHSSNUMBER I ou . 1 DESCRIPTION 

157.2 

187 

12 RADIOACTIVE SITE SOUTH AREA 

12 SULFURIC ACID SPILL 

189 

117.1 

117.2 13 MIDDLE SITE CHEMICAL STORAGE 

117.3 13 ' SOUTH SITE CHEMICAL STORAGE 

12 MULTIPLE ACID SPILLS 218 TANKS 

13 NORTH SITE CHEMICAL STORAGE 

128 13 OIL BURN PIT NO. 1 

134.1 

134.2 

148 

152 

157.1 

158 

169 

171 

1 8 6  

13 REACTIVE METAL SITE (NORTH) 

13 REACTIVE METAL SITE (SOUTH) 

13 . WASTESPILLS 

13 FUEL OIL TANK 

13 RADIOACnVE SITE NORTH AREA 

13 

13 WASTE DRUM PEROXIDE BURIAL 

13 SOLVENT BURNING GROUND 

13 VALVE VAULT 12 

RADIOACTIVE SITE - BUILDING S 5 l  

I 190 13 CAUSTIC LEAK 

191 13 HYDROGEN PEROXIDE SPILL 

14 I BUILDING334PARKINGLOT II 
I 

________ ~~ 

1160- 1- 14 I RADIOACTIVE SITE BUILDING 444 PARKING LOT 

197 13 SCRAP METAL SITES 

131 14 RADIOACTIVE SITE - 700 AREA SITE NO. 1 

II 

1 16 1 14 RADIOACTIVE SITE WEST O F  BUILDING 664 

162 14 RADIOACTIVE SITE - 700 AREA SITE NO. 2 

164.1 

164.2 

IHSS Evaluation 
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14 

14 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 800 AREA SITE NO. 2 CONCRETE SLAB 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 800 AREA SITE NO. 2, BUILDING 886 
SPILLS 



IHSS NUMBER ou DESCRIPTION 
NUMBER - 

~ 

RADIOACTIVE SITE 800 AREA SITE 
STORAGE PAD 

164.3 I 

180 

204 

211 

2 17 

11 * 178 I 15 I BUILDING 881 DRUM STORAGE AREA 

15 

15 ORIGINAL URANIUM CHIP ROASTER 

15 

15 

BUILDING 883 DRUM STORAGE AREA 

BUILDING 881 DRUM STORAGE, UNIT 26 

BUILDING 881, CN' BENCH SCALE TREATMENT 

II 179 I 15 I BUILDING 865 DRUM STORAGE AREA 

193 

194 

II 

16 STEAM CONDENSATE LEAK 

16 STEAM CONDENSATE LEAK 

185 16 SOLVENT SPILL 

. 16 ANTIFREEZE DISCHARGE . 

II 195 1 16 I NICKEL CARBONYL DISPOSAL ll 

IHSS Evaluation 
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TABLE 4 
REMEDIATION CATEGORIES OF IHSSs WITHIN OUs 

OU 11 IHSS 1 
1 I )  102 1 

DESCRIPTION 
OILSLUDGEPIT 

la3 
104 

1cl5.1 
la5 2 
105 
107 

119.1 
1192 
130 

ii :I 
21 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 '  
2 
2 
2 
2 

CHEMICAL BURIAL 
LIQUID DUMPING 
OUT-OF-SERVICE FUELTANK 
OUT-OF-SERVICE FUELTANK 
OUTFAIL 
BLDG. 881 HIUSIDE OIL LEAK 
W. SCRAP METALSTORAGEAREA 
E. SCRAP METALSTORAGE AREA 
CONTAhi. SOIL DISPOSAL AREA 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

1 11 145 11 SANITARY WASTE LINE LEAK 
T1)1OS)[ TRENCH T- 1 

1.3.1 
1332 
1333 
133.4 
1335 
1-36 
142.10 
142.11 

1% 

109 
110 

111.1 
1112 
1113 
111.4 
1115 
1116 
111.7 

112 
113 
140 
153 
154 
1 55 
183 

216 2 

ilia 

TRENCH T-2 
TRENCH T-3 
TRENCH T-4 
TRENCH T-S 
TRENCH T-6 
TRENCH T-7 
TRENCH T-8 
TRENCH T-9 
TRENCH T- 10 
TRENCH T- 11 
9u3 PAD 
MOUND 
HAZARDOUS DISPOSAL SITE 
OIL BURN PIT#2 
PALLETBURN SrlT 
UPAREA(aERIC1UM AREA) 
GAS DETOX 
EASTSPRAY FIELDS - C E N E R  

2 11 2163 11 EASTSPRAY FIELDS - SOUTH 
7 - 1  LAND SURFACE 

GREAT WESlZRN :/I STANDLEY 
3 11 202 I (  MOWER RESERVOIR 

4j/m1[ SOLAR PONDS 
51-11 ORIGINALLANDFILL 

ASH PIT 1-1 
ASH PIT 1-2 
ASH PIT 1-3 

I ASHPITI-4 
INCINERATOR 

1 CONCRETE WASH PAD 
POND c-1 
POND c-2 
BACKWASH POND 

5 11 209 11 SURFACE DISrURBANCE 
SLUDGE DISPERSALAREA 

1424 
142.5 

POND A- 1 
POND A-S(FUJMEP0ND) 
POND A-'2 
POND A-3 
POND A-4 
POND B-1 

CATEGORY 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
PEA 
PEA 
NFA 
NFA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 

DEFER 
PEA 

DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 

NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
NFA 

DEFER 
DEFER 

PEA 
NFA 
PEA 

DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 

Remediation Categories by OU 



- 
7 

ou 
7 - 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
7 
7 
7 
7 
8 

' 8  
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 

- - 

- - 

a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
8 
8 
e 
e 
E 
e 
E 
E 
E 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

. I  
I 

I 
! 
! 

E 

- 

i 
IHSS I 

142.7 
142.8 1 
142.9 
143 

156 2 
165 

166.1 
1c62 
1663 
167.1 
216.1 
114 

1672 
1673 
203 

118.1 
1182 
123.1 

135 
1 M 
1-33 

139.1 
1392 
144 

150.1 
1502 
1503 
150.4 
1505 
1506 
150.7 
1508 
IS1 

ldl.1 
1&l2 
172 
1?3 
184 
188 
121 

121 1 
122 

1232 
124.1 
124.2 
1243 
125 

126.l 
1262 
127s 
1272 
132 

146.1 

142.61 

- 

- 

TABLE 4 
REMEDIATION CATEGORIES OF IHSSs WITHIN OUs 

DESCRIPTION 
POND B - 2 
POND B-3 
POND 8-4 
POND B - 5 
771 OU'TFAU 
SOILDISPOSALAREA 
TRIANGLEAREA 
IANDFILLTRENCH A 
IANDFILLTRENCH B 
LANDFILLTRENCH C 
NORTH LANDFILLSPRAY AREA 

PRESENT LANDFILL 
LANDFILL POND SPRAY AREA 
LANDFILLSOUTH SPRAY AREA 
INACTYVE HAZ WASTE STORAGE 
SOLVENT S P l U  WEST OF 7M 
BUILDING 776 SOLVENT SPILL 
VALVE VAULT 7 
334 COOLING TOWER 
7 12/1 U COOLI NG TOWER 
779 COOLINGTOWER 
KOH. NAOH, CONDENSATETANKS 
HF TANK 
SEWER LINEOVERFUlW 
RAD SITE NORTH OF 771 

RAD SITE BETWEEN 771/774 
RAD S m  NORTHWEST OF 750 
RAD S m  WEST OF 707 
RAD S K E  SOUTH OF 779 
RAD S m  SOUTH OF 776 
RAD SITE NORTHEAST OF 779 
FUELOIL SPILIS 
PAD SITE 700 AREA3 
AMERICIUM SLAB 
CENTRALAVE W A S E  SPILL 
SOU" DOCX 991 

' 991 STEAM CLEANING AREA 
ACID LEAK 
OPWL - INDOOR OR IN USE 
OPWL - P q  D&D SEGMENTS 
UNDERGROUNDCONCREElK 
VALVE VAULT - 707 
HOLDINGTANK68 
HOIDING TANK 66 
HOIDING TANK 67 
TANK66 
PROCESSWASITTANKS 
PROCESSWASITTANKS 
LOW LEVELRAD WASTELEAK 
LOW LEVELRAD WASTELEAK 
RAD S m  Y4 700 AREA 
PROCESS WASITTANKS #31 

RAD sm WEST OF 7 7 i m  

:ATEGORY 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
D E R  

PEA 
NFA 
PEA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
NFA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 

DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 

NFA 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
PEA 

DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
D m R  

NFA 
DEFER 

PEA 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 
DEFER 

PEA 
DEFER 

Remediation Categoria by OU 



TABLE 4 
REMEDIATION CATEGORIES OF IHSSs WITHIN OUs 

1 1 6 2  
l20.l 
1202 
1% .l 
1.762 
1472 
1 5 7 2  

187 

OU 11 IHSS 1 DESCRIPTION 11 CATEGORY 
9 11 146.2 1 DEFER PROCESS WASTETANKS #32 

444 SOUTH LOADING DOQC 
N0R"HFIBERGLASSINGGEA 
WEST FIBERGIASSING AREA 
COOLING TOWER POND 
COOLINGTOWER POND 
881 CONVERSION(0WEN) 
RADSITFSOUTH 
SULNRICACID SPILL 

PROCESS WAsrzTANKS #34W 

MAASAREA DEFER 

PEA 
DEFER 

129 OILLEAK DEFER 
170 PU&DYARD 

174.1 PUaD STO.RAGE AREAS 
174.2 PUBD STORAGE AREAS PEA 

NFA I 175 CONIRAmOR STO. FACIUrY 
17G S&WYARD 
1 7  885 DRUM STORAGE AREA DEFER 
181 334 CARGO CONT. AREA N FA 
182 4441453 DRUM STORAGE AREA DEFER 

DEFER 
DEFER 

207 444AaDDUMPSTER DEFER 
DEFER 

210 98ocARGOcoNT. NFA 
2U 904PAD DEFER 

DEFER 

I 

m-1. WSF NFA 
T1-116.11[ 4.17 WEST LDADING DOCK I PEA 

12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 

PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 
PEA 

DEFER 
1 PEA 

~ NFA 

PEA 
NFA 
PEA 
PEA 
NFA 

wA!nELEAKs DEFER 
TANK 221 S P I U S  DEFER 

DEFER 
13 R A D S m - 5 5 1  DEFER 

HYDROGEN PEROXIDE NFA 
FIRE TRAINING PEA 
w ll,lu3 DEFER 
CAUSTICLEAK NFA 

NFA 

DEFER 
METAL pEA 

Remediation Categories by OU 



TABLE 4 
REMEDIATION CATEGORIES OF IHSSs WITHIN OUs 

14 
14 
14 
14 

161 RADSITE.WESTOF664 
162 R A D S K E 1 2 . 7 0 0 A W  

164.1 
164.2 R4DSITE -886SPILLs 

RAD S m  - CONCRFZE SLAB 

15 
15 
15 
15 

DEFER 
PEA 
PEA 
P U  

179 865DRUMSTORAGEAREA 
180 883DRUMSTORAGEAREA 
204 URANIUMCXIPROASTER 
211 881DRUMSrORAGE 

NFA 
NFA 
NFA 
NFA 

I 15 11 217 11 881 CYANIDEBENCH SCALE NFA 
N FA 

CENTRALAVE WASIT SPILL 

STEAM CONDENSATE LEAK NFA 

Remediation Categories by OU 
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I APPENDIX A 

. JUSTIFICATION OF IHSS EVALUATION SCORES 
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